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October 14,2003 

Commissiona Michael J CO~QS 
F e M  Communicatiom Commission 

Wwhington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppi, 

I am w A i q  to v i c e  my opposition to any FCC-mandated rdoptiw of " h p d c n r t  
and citizen, I fed ntrongly that Nch a policy would be bad for h v a *  c ~ ~ l l t l e r  r@b. and tha ultimmts dqth of mV 

A rob& competitive market fm c o m e r  eleDtronici mud be rooted in manufnchlrsn' ability to h w t s  for theL ourtomm d o -  
movie lhldioi to veto feature0 of DTV-receptlon qdpnat will enable the mtudbi to tell technologLtl wiut new p d u c a  they can 
mate  This willrciult in produce thnt don? necclwily reflaat w h t  c ~ y ~ l u l  lilre me ncmrtly Wpns and it could remit in me b- 
charged more money for inferior f u c t i o d t y  

If the FCC &sues 0 broadcsst t b g  mandate. I would sdunlly be kr likely to mnke an i n v e h m t  m Mv-oapable r eoavm and o h  
equipment I will not pay more for devices thnt limit my rl&ta at the behcst of H d p o o d  Plasm do not mandnte hadcut  
technology for &tal tclevbion lhanL you for your time 

44s 12th Strcct. Nw 

technology far digitpl tcLvLion Al P consumer 

Sincerely, 

S h u n s  Lifer 
41 1 oeribddi Avenue 
Rcneto. PA 18013 
USA 



October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federal Communicahonr Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mchael Copps, 

I am w n m g  to voice my opposinon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flq" technology for drgtd 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel stron@y that such a policy would be bad for mnovauon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulumate adophon of DTV. 

A robust., compeuhve market for consumer elcctsonicr must be rooted m manufacturers' a w t y  to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movle stud~os to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment d enable the studros to 
tell technolopts what new products they can create. ' I h ~ s  vnll result m products that don't necesrdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me bAng charged more money for infenor 
funchonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctudy be less hkdy to make m mveshnent m DTV-capnble 
cecavers and other equipment. I WU not pay mose for devices h a t  h t  my n$ts at h e  behest of Hollywood. 
Plcise do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal tclmslon. 'Ihank p u  for your m e .  

Smcerel y, 

Jon Houck 
308 Mormngside Dr. SE 
Ant. 204 
Albuquerque, NM 87108 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commlooloner Mlchael J Capps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated sdoptlon el "broadcast ?lag" technology for d l ~ l b l  televlslon h a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a polky m u l d  be bad tor Innmtbn.  consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adaptlon of D N  

A robust, competltt#e market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablltfy to Innovate tor thelr 
customen Allowlng mavle Wdlos to veto feiturea of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the nudlor to tell technologlstr 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't neeesaarlly reflect what consumen Ilk me 
aetually want. and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wuld ictually be 1898 Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capeble recetvera 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mare tor devices that llmlt my rlghta at the behest d Hollyweod Pleame do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you fer your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Scott Lner 
411 Garlbaldl Avenue 
Roseto, PA 18013 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlsshmer Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton. D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrftlng to volce my opposftlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology for d l g k l  televlslon AA a 
consumer and cRIZen. I feel strongly that such e pollcy would be bad lor Innovptlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmnte 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competltbe market for consumer elcctronlcr must be mded In manuhetunmi abllny to l n n m t e  tar thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studloa to veto b i tures d ON-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In prcducts mat don't ncccsrirlly reftect what consumers llke me 
aaually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Interbr lunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I w u l d  acrUally be less l lb ly  to m a b  an Investment In ON-capable recehrsrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more Tor devlces mrt llmn my rlghts at the behe& of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal tdevlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Ed Cound 
4507 TuJunga Ave 
Studlo Cky, CA 91602 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

C&sioner Michael I Coppn 
F e d 4  Communication# Commission 
445 12th Strret, N W  
wmhingtml, D c 20554 

Dear Michael Coppn, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any K C . m d t a d  .doption o f ' h a d c m t  
and CitiZan. I feel ntrongly that .uch n policy would be bad for innowtioh conauner Mb. and ths ultimata pdoptlrm of DN 

A roblllf competitive market for c ~ l u m u  electmni00 must be rnnted in mnnufpoturen' a u l y  to Lvlovnte fm thcir nutoma 
movie m40m to veto fcames of DW.reccptlm equipmmt will miable the rmdioi to tell taohnologlm what nm produetl they can 
create Thb will rerult in products that dm't necemdy  r e h t  whnt conmmcn like me notupLhl wnnt, and it could red t  in mc b c i q  
chaged more money for inferim h c t i d t y  

If the FCC inmen P broadcart flag mnndate. I would n d u d y  ba leii wrcly to make nn invastmmt in DTV-onpble rsomvm d othn 
e q u i p a t  I will not pay mnre for device# that limtt my d&b at the behest of Hdywond P l e e n  do not mnndnte bmadcprt fleg 
technology for digital television i%nk you for your CLmc 

tachnology for digitnl totvidon As a C O M L ~ . ~  

Sincerely, 

O h  Deviit 
99 Fr&h St Apt 2R 

USA 
BrnOUyn. NY llZ17. 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchsel Copps, 

I am wrtlng to Wlce my oppostlon to any Ftt-mandated ndoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and clllzen, I Tee1 strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innwptlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d D N  

A robust cornpetitbe market ?or consumer electronkr rnuat be rooted In manuhcturen' nblllly to Inn& formelr 
customen AlloWlng movle dudlos to veto reaturea ol DN-mceptlon equlpment wlll ennble the atudlos to tall technologltts 
what new product3 they can create Thls wlll resulf In products thnt don't necessarlly reflect what consumen Ilk me 
actually want. and tt could result In me belng chorged more money for Inferlor functionality 

If the FCC looues a broadcast (lag mandate I would actually be less llkely to maka an lnveatment In DN-capable recebrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behedo7 Hollywood Please do not mandnte 
broadcast rlag technology Tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Drew mabry 
1801 S Llncoln blvd t234 
Venlce, CA 90291 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federd Commumcabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mchael Copps, 

I am "ntmg to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fld technology for &gtnl 
television. As a consumer and abzen, I feel strongiy that such a pohcywould be bad for movahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, compebuve market for consumer elcctromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' a M t y  to movate  for 
thmr customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-rccepbon eqrupment unll enable the studios to 
tell technolopts what new products I e y  CM create. 'nus wll result m productn that don't necessdy raflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m ma being ChplKsd more monay for rnfenor 
funcbonllty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mnndate, I would actually be less kkely to rn& M investment in DTV-capable 
recavers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that k t  my d&ts at the behest of Hollyurood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for drgtd telcvirlon. Thank ~u for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

k c h u d  von Glahn 
3901 Pikas Peak Rd 
Parker, CO 80138 
USA 



f. djones 
1225 shelter rock road 
Orlando fl, 32835 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicauons Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Wastungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and cotlsumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is nelther m my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me ftom watching distal 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restnct my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing ficm room-to-rcom and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my Computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital televisios how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in excihg ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV andthe Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were bwlt to open standards using mexpensive. off+he-shelfcomputer parrs. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have  as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current comumer eletrooics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincere1 y , 

f. d. jones 

1 



David R Barrett 
11 10 curtin street 
Houston. TX 7701 8 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Fedeml Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of elecuomcs andcomputer products, I urge the Federal 
Cornmucations Commission to vote a- the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would reshict the way I enjoy television 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest mr the pubhc's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict niy 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom rmm-to-rmm and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or wain, or to send a television clip of a high school fmtball game to family and fnends. 

Fur thmre ,  if computers m o t  h e l y  receive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TIVO. ReplayTVand the Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using mexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more ejoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a comumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for  ne to dispense with all my cturent consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast televisios I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David R Barrett 

1 



B.T. Murtagh 
101 Hutson Drive K8 
Summerville. SC 29483 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Wastuwon. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products. I urge the Federal 
Cornmucations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." 

I am content to accept the upcoming changes in the broadcast standard despite the costs. because I believe 
they will add new functionality and choice. Ifthat change in standard is perverted uno becoming a tool for 
restnctlng functionality and choices I currently possess then I am outraged and appalled. 

The FCC is supposed to be a body acting in the interests of the public. The broadcast flag is not in the public's 
interest, only m those of a small oligarchy of powerful media conglomerates. The FCC has in the past had to 
control access to the *public* airwaves only because of the natural scarcity of usable specrum, its mandate IS 

not and should never be to protect the profits of corpoorations at the expense of the public's historical right 
and ability to time- and media-shill materials broadcast over those *public* airwaves. 

The proposed broadcast flag would not only restrict legal functionality I enjoy today, but would also restrict 
and chill innovation in functionality in the future. That is patently the entire and only purpose of the flag; it IS 

therefore patently not in the public intei-ec and the FCC. as a government organization which is supposed to 
protect the public interest. should not support the notion. I urge you to promte the digital television transition 
by opposing adoptlon of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

B.T. Murtagh 

Sincerely, 

B.T. Murtagh 
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Win B. Sbore 
37 Oliver St 
Apt. 2L 
Everett, MA 02149-4600 

Comnussioner Michael I. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a viewer of broadcast TV. and a user of electronics and computer products. I strongly urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am extremely angry that the 
FCC would consider this regulation, which would restrict my enjoyment of television. 

The broadcast flag is in no one's interest but that of Hollywood. Its intent is to dsallow consumers to eqoy 
digital broadcast TV as they currenty do analog broadcast W: 

- We will no longer be able to take a video recorded for personal viewing ifom house to house, or even &om 
room to room 

- We will no longer be able to watch our favorite shows, with OUT choice of software, on our compurers. No 
m r e  passing tme during a plane or nain uip - or, for restless children, during a long car mp -- by 
watching television 

- Also, thanks to the above prohibition on watching TV with computer software, forget about sending a clip 
of oneself on the evening news, or one's nephew playing in a high school football game, to &ly and fiiends. 

What may be worst of all, I think is that if computers canaot ffeely rewive digital TV, our society's creative 
m i n d s  will be thwarted in their efforts to come up with new devices that expand our viewing experiences in 
new ways as yet unthought of Think about TiVo, about ReplayTV, about the Windows Media Center PC -- 
all of which owe their existence to being built to open standards, using low-cost, off-the-shelf computer 
parts 

If all the above corns to pass, why on earth would I, as a consumer, want to buy new digital ?v equipment? 
Sure, it's a nicer piaure. But I can get by very nicely with the analog picture I have now. . .d  do all sons of 
wonderfd things with it that. if Jack Valenti and his minions get their way. I won't be able to do with digital 
Tv. 

As an American, a consumer. and a champion of moving technology foward - not backward - I urge you 
to promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Robin B. Shore 

1 
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October 15,2003 

Commiisirmer Michael J Coppi 
Federal Cmnmunicatimu CommiPdon 
445 12th Skecf Mu 
W- D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppn, 

1 am wri i iq to voice my opposition to my FCC-mmdatcd adoption of '"bmdca#t flag" tdchnoloey for digital t e l e v i h  & a cmmmer 
and ti- I feel akongly that mch a policy would be bad for innovntiw c o m m  +IO. and ths ultimate adoption of D l T  

A rnbunL competitive market for C M U U ~ R  eleckonioa mlut be rooted m manufacturen' nbility to innovate far their cuntmm nllowin$ 
movie ntudioi to veto feames of DN-recFption equipncnt will enable the rtvdios to tell t a c h o h & t n  what new producfl they cnn 
create T h i n  will r e d t  in products thpt h ' t  neceasdy re&& what c o m m  Us me actually want, and it could rerult in me b h  
c h q e d  mora money for inferior fhctirmality 

If  the FCC inmen a brondcwt flag mpndnte. I wovld nctuaUy tm bu liuy to make nn invnrtmat in DTV-capable receivm and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devlceu h t  h i t  my d&b at the bchelt of Hollywood. Pleue do not mmdate bm~dcprt tlq 
technology for di@ tclevidon T h d  you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Alaric Battle 
122 Baymde Crt 
Richmond, CA 94804 
USA 



Michael McKay 
8727 Glen Arbor Road 
Ben Lomond CA 95005 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commtuucations Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

I urge the FCC to drop consideration of the broadcast flag for digital television transmission because of the 
following reasons 

* It won't be effective. 

* It wdl raise equipment costs. The technology is complex. and there will be (and already have been) many 
malfunctions. 

* The broadcast flag will greatly hinder new technology. including innovative uses of computers and digital 
transmissions. 

* The broadcast flag will resvict both unregulated-we and fair-use. It will interfere with normal and legal 
features that comuniers have are used to having. This will hinder, not help, consumer uptake of HDTV. 

* The decision of how and when the flag can be activated is too inqmrtmt to be lei? up to the industry, and too 
comdicated for the FCC to decide itself. 

If for some reason the FCC actually decides to implement a broadcast flag, they must also include consumer 
safeguards. The MPAA has a long history of obtaining rules and regulations that restrict citizens without any  
corresponding restrictions upon them! A very relevant example is the DMCA secuon K requirements 
designed to protect video rentals from unauthorized copying. 

The MPAA obtained a mandate that all VCRS must have MacroVisiodCopyGuard bwlrin so that rental 
videotapes could not be copied. The problem is that the DMCA d o n  K m d a t e  did not limit the use of 
copy protection -resulting in virtually all videotapes being copy protected. not j ust rentals. The movie 
industry misuses the rental tape protection clause at direct cost to consumers. This policy has personally cost 
me money, by preventmg me from making back-up copies of my toddleis favorite VHS tapes (he wore out 3 
tapes, 2 of which I repurchased). 

The MPAA, television networks, and cable carriers cannot be tmsted to properly decide when a transmission 
can have the flag activated. These organizations are oligarchies that have consistently shown little or no 
responsiveness to C O I I S ~ ~ ~ ~ S .  Ifthe FCC see fit to mandate copy protection technology, only the FCC itself 
can properly make the decision of when something can be copy protected! 

Do not fall for a "free market" argument - if this was a true free market they would not need government 
mandates for a broadcast flag! Ifthe FCC mandates a broadcast flag, it must also mandate when and how the 
flag can be used. Needless to say this is a complex issue, bui that is the natural consequence ofthe 

1 



govemment getting involved in mandating these types of rules. The uses of the flag need to be set with 
widespread public a u t ,  including citizen and consumer groups. The flag use Vlicy needs to reviewed on a 
regular basis, at least annually. 

To do any less is a brazen sell-out to the special interests of the MPAA at a direct cost to the electronics 
industry, the computer indusuy, and most importantly the US Citizens! 

Sincerely, 

Michael McKay 

2 
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October 14,2003 

Commismoncr Michnel J Copps 
Federal Communications Commindon 
445 12th Strecf NW 
Wuhh@on. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wri- b voice my opposition to any EClnMdPtSd doptirm of "b0ndCp.t 
and a h ,  I fael &oqly that auch a p o l i q  would bo bnd for Innovation. c m m  *ta. nnd tho ultimata adoption of D l T  

A mbut,  compditive market for c m m  electronics mu4 be rooted in mmufnc4nx-m' aWty to inn0vnte for their c m m m  
movie &or to veto features of DTWreoeph equipcnt wlll enable thr 6 s  to tell hchn&&b what new produdl they can 
create ?hie wiU r e d  in pmducta that dDnZ ~ c e i i n r i l y  redecr w h t  owllltnm like me PDtUplly mt and it could r e d t  in me b a  
chergcd more money for inferior futlDti0nnlity 

If the FCC blues a tmndcprt tleg mandate, I would sDwlly L len Uely to mnke M inverbneat in DTV-capable r e c i v m  nnd o h  
equipment I wiU nat pay more for devices that limit my rights i t  the behest of H o ~ o o d  Pleue do nat mendnte taoadcprt 
technology for Wtal tel-ion Thanl: you for your time 

Sincerely, 

DWWilliamO 
719 S chimney Rock Rd 
Oraerwboro, NC 27409 
USA 

technolow fcu digital telcvirion & P c m c l  



October 14. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton. 0 C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to voice my opposttlon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon d "broadcast flog" technology for d l g b l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such n polky wuld be bnd b r  Innantlon, con9umar rlghm, and the ummate 
adoptlon ol DTV 

A robust, competltb market for conSumer eleetronkr must be rooted In manuheturem' ablllly to Innovate tor thew 
customen Allowlng movie studlos to veto features d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell tcchnologlrts 
what new products they can create T k l ~  wlll result In pmducb that don't n-arlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually m n t ,  and tt could result In ma belng charged more money tor lnlerlor functlonallly 

If the FCC lswes a broadcast flag mandate. I w u l d  actually be leas Ilksly to make an Investment In DN-capeble recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmtt my rlghb at the behest d Hollywaod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal tdevldon Thank you b r  your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Pruett 
404 Flagg Ave 
San Jose, CA 95128 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchaal J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngmn. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchsel Copps. 

I am wrklng to volce my opposMon to any FCGmandatsd sdoptlon et "broadcaat flig" technology ror dlgltPl tslevlslon Aa a 
consumer and cklren. I reel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad b r  Innomtbn, conmumar rlghh, and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon of D N  

A robust, competlttde msrket for consumer eIactfonlcs must be rooted In manuhcturem' ablltty to Innovate lor thelr 
customen Allowlng movle atudlos to veto matures d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the rtudlos to tell technologbts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll rewlt In products that don't necasrarlty renect what consumers llke me 
adually want, and It could result In me belng chnrged more money for lnler\orhmctlonalm, 

If the FCC Isaues a broadcast rlag mandata, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvtm 
and Other equlpment I WIII not pay more br devlces that tlrnk my rlghta at the behest or Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcastrlag technology lor dlgttal tetevlabn Think you br your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Todd Day 
421 Camlno Laguna VI& 
Santa Barbam, CA 931 17 
USA 



October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlaalon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my oppostlon to any FCGmandated odeptlon a( "broadcad?lag" technology Tor dlgltsl televbbn As a 
consumer and cblzen, I Tee1 strongly that sucn a pollcy would be bad for Innantlon, conaumer rlgnta, and the ultlmab 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, CompetkMe market for conrumer elecbonler m u d  be rooted In manuhcturem' ablllty to Innovate (or thelr 
customen Allowlng movle dudlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment will enable the atudlor to tell technologkts 
what new products they can create Thla wlll result In prnducb that don't necerrarlly Mac? what consumen Ilk# me 
actually M n t ,  and It could result In me belng charged mom money (or lnlerlor lunctlonally. 

If the FCC lssuea a broadcast flag mnndatll, I would actually be leas Ilksly to make an lnwatment In DN-capable recelvars 
end other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devlees that llmii my rlghta at the beheat et Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology Tor dlgRal televlslon Thank you (or your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Masen Yame 
29 Parker Way 
Senta Barbara, CA 93101 
USA 



1 0  Page 1 of1 1032 34 PM, 10/14103 5413023099 

October 14,2003 

Cornmia~on6-r Michael J Coppi 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Skeet, Mu 
Wwhington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copp~, 

I am h i k q  to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mMdptod ldoption of "brondaut 
and ci- I fed strongly that ouch n policy would be bad fm innovath, conmner M b .  and tha ultimate adoption of DTV 

A roblut, competitive market for c o m e r  claotrcmici mud bo rootad in mnnufncmm' nWly to innovate for their curtomm n U o w i q  
movie otudioa to veto fentures of DW-reception oqulpment wlll a b l e  the uludki to tell tanhmlnglrtl wtut new pmduetl they can 
crente Thk will r c d t  in products that dcmt neceaidy rshd what cDnmmen like me actdy wan< and it could r c d t  in me being 
charged more money fm inferior fmctiomalty 

If the FCC blue0 n brondcnd @ mnndnta. I would noidly ba hi liuy to mnlra M invorhnunt in DTV-onpnble receivm md other 
equipment I wlll not pny mare for device0 b t  h i t  my 
technology for digid television Thpnk you for your time 

tcchnololly fm Wtd tclevirian A. L c m ~  

nt the beheR of H d l p m a d  do not mandate brosdcpn @ 

sincerely, 

Michael P c y  
5455 SE CmpMprio Rond 
Milwndie. OR 97222 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adODtion of "broadcast 
~ ~~ ~ 

flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studlot to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 
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October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner MlChPCl J copps 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlaslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlnpton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to mlce my oppoottlan to any FtCrnandahd PdOptlOn ol "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon AS e 
consumer End cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovotbn, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmete 
edoptlon nt D N  

A robust competklve market for coniurner electrnnlcs must be meted In manukcturers' ablllty to lnnomte tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto featurns d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
whet new products they can c m t e  Thb wlll mult In productr that don't neceriarlly M e e t  what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged morn money tor Inferlor functlonellty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leas Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehnrrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlcaa that llmtl my rlghtn at the beheat d Hollywand Please do not mandate 
broadcast nag technology for d lgb l  lelevlslon Thank you tor your t h e  

Slncerely 

Joseph Houghtallng 
319 East 25th Street 
Apartment 3A 
New York. NY 10010 
USA 



October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicaaons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deac Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flq" technology for &gtd 
telension. A5 a consumer and uhzen, I feel stxondy that such P pohcy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
aghts, and the u lbmnte  ndopbon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuhve masket for consumer dcckomcs muat be rooted in mnnufactuccrr' abhy to innovate for 
hex cuftomers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-recuphon equipment d enable the studior to 
tell technolopts what new products they c m  create. Thls wll result rn products h a t  don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could rerult in me bang ch-d more money for rnfsnor 
funchonnl y. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be 
recetvers and othec equpment. I wll not p y  more for h c ~  that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flq technology for dgtd telmsion. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Jayson Vinssmo 
5247 E. Wagoner Rd. 
Scottsdale, AZ 85254 
USA 

likely to m h  M investment rn DTV-capable 



Jeremy T. Goanaat 
8101 N Walnut Creek Drive 
U h d a l e .  IA 50322 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would resbict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither m my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me kom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from rcom-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or tram, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot h l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use coment in exciting ways I haven't even thought of! I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for nx to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Jeremy T. Goemaat 

1 
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October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcat~ons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear MlchaeI Copps, 

I nm wrttlng to wlce my opposttlon to any FCCmandsted sdoptlon d"broadcastflag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon As a 
consumer end cRlren. I feel strongly that such a pallcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d B N  

A robust, cornpettth'e market Tor consumer electrants must be rwW In rnmuhcturenl abllkj to l n n m t e  b r  melr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features a( DN-reccptlon equlpmcnt wlll enable the studlos to tell technOlOglSts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necasaarlly rellect what con sum el^ I l k  me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for lnterlor functlonaltly 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to mike an Investment In DTV-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technology for dlgRal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Sachln Kandharl 
1410 Sadler St 

I 

Apt 6B 
tharlottesvllle. VA 22903 
USA 



October 14. 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 

Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlehael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my oppostlon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon O("broadcastf1ag" technology for dlgbl blwlslon As B 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such e polky would he bad lor Innmtbn, consumer rlghh. and the ultlmate 
edeptlon of D lV  

A robust, eempetittde market for consumer eledronbr muDt be rooted In manuhcturen' ab l ly  M Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studler to veto haturea of DN-receptlen equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell tnchnologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In product4 that don't necessarily reflect what consumen I lk  me 
aerually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor functlenaltty 

If the FCC laaues a broadcast llag mandate I wuld actually be lam Illcely bo make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmtl my rlghts at the behest 04 Hollywaod Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  blwlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Jonas Gunter 
17353 Hardlng Dr 
Bawling Green, VA 22427 
USA 

445 12th Street, NW 
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October 14, 2003 

Comrmsrioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th StreeS NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ivhchael Copps, 

I om w n m g  to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcart f lq"  technology for chpd 
telension. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robus& compehhve market for consumer electronics muat be rooted m manufacturers' abrLty to movatc for 
their mstomers. AUounng movie studios to veto features of w - r e c e p h o n  equpnent d l  enable the studios to 
tell tedmolopsts what new products they can create. This will result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result m me bang chprgsd more money for mfenor 
funchonllty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less h a y  to m& an lnvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for device5 that h t  my n&tr at the behest of Hollyrvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for &@tal television. 'Ihank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Ross Alexander 
29 Carsam Street 
Fanwood, NJ 07023 
USA 
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October 14. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast 
flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy vould be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitlve markst for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don’t necessarily reflect what consumers like re actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for  devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank YOU for your time 

Sincerely 

Charles Roberts 
403 Danforth 
Cary. NC 27511 
USA 



Jack Shapiro 
3737 NEAlmeda st. 
Portland, OR97212 

Commissioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federal Commacations Commission 
445 12th street, N w  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner Michael J. Copps, 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." 1 am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me eom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broabs t  television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing &om room-to-rmm and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lcck out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
soha re  on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furhermore, if computers cannot h e l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovatlve devices like TiVo, ReplayTV andthe Windows Media Center PC. which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, ol€-the-shelfcomputer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current C0IIsun-m e l m n i c s  and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jack Shapiro 

1 
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October 14. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be had for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipient. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 
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October 14, 2003 

Commssioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federal Commumcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Uchad Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated dophon of "broadcast fl& technology for digid 
telemnon. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strong4y that such i pobcyvould be b d  for mnovahon, consumer 
rights, and the dhmi te  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compeuhve mvket for consumer electroomcs must be cootediu manufacturerr' &hty to Lnnovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment will mible the studos to 
tell technolog~sts whit new products th9 can create. "Ius will result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me bang c h q d  more money for mfenor 
funchonnlty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mmdute, I would nctudly be less Lkely to m& an mvestment m DTV-capable 
recmverr and other equpmcnt. I will not pay more for devices that k t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. ?hank p u  for your tunc. 

Smcerely, 

Jason Young 
1609 Westlakc Dr 
Plmo, TX 75075 
USA 


